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TOqTvFT 

srfa^rr 

T* 2 7 1995 

Prtpr; qfq TprqTTt <pqxpq q/r % wr % «ft qt % stptttt 
% Tim if' qTRRnft ^PT IfTM—^PlET 

i 

jj. 14 / 50 / 99 —?<qtrrnfrir.—.^r ieht 
1982 if ’myrmxfm ffrinw^ tf^B s.fuPmq 1975 
cT4T HtqPnRB i(VZ pPTT, 1985 ’> t I 

TT-Tpa-T TTpr 

i. Pmf 4? qxnfcr 5iW'TFwfr-T Trtff^f^-i 

sTffWRt (fair ¥& tettct tttPtfrV q^t ^Tpqr) 

if =#T *JfT % iffaPr (fail qTT^Trf 

mi qr qqr irur /) % stret k. mm if qrcrRhft 

3rfa I^TTT % imfwpF frc^f fajq> 3 0 1994 

qp it. 14 /so/ 93 -Prq/fr % ^ wfaijfaq 

3R f^XT | 1 


faqrfafsr 

2 . srTfaBRt ir mm 4; qsfPr mrt qiqPnfr qrfaqr 
q?r •■faT psm ?R%r faqr wr fa # srrifw 
Piwff qx # pPTR ^fqxr H4T ifffaqr it 
xrif er % fan; ter-t hr ott het?t vfajf % 

q tritEt *tr i upfivpp pMrqf qfr or, 
npT4 qfa =fff ^ ifa/Pl % J TTT fa faqprqn 

mm mm TrfWf mi nw fr ft? q qTpRrP 
Tt srnrfw f^Ti^TTGff qr qqq Prtr sqqq qfa mm 
qfafT m 9 4fk q ^frq *r' qprfafrr »t*ffux 
Prqfaq 4 si % mi fafat fam xPrarjmrcr qfr rrqr 

ifilW jfTJ VT ^5fT TRU 

3 . ^TTfi^Tftx qipRpt q:’T qrsp-*R7 ppsqnrf <R 

infwR.xf mm qpRifr fpfr % fxxR qpr grr | i 
TTT'iRRl pTT^Tf TR 'JTRq ir 5TRFITf % ^ 

^■rTT^t % fqrifr Pptkttt 4 wqx Prtr 

'4# fr v 

4. f#m, STPTTTT'BT ?ffl Xlf^RUptff mi ti 

4R4fr, 1 9 95 XT ?TRtf5pr *!W TET^ p 

pT^xt qx xqqit Pf4R STRX “IRtt 3TT IT^qRf^qT JpjT 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : 

FT I 414 4441# FOTCRF % fr#t fTFF 714F4T97F 
# 13 Wit, 1995 # 9T FtflT 4# 44TT 
FT fPFT F9T '41 ffl 4 74 #FF44# F FtF 

4$ T f#T FFfTT flT## # #94 T7 $ I 4fp4 
F4 F7F 449# 4 FlfTTlWr 974 4#F % 9f>lf9F9f 
'TFT fFTFfrfFF 74414# 4 # FI4 fTFT :— 

1- 4*44 #0417 ^F, ^miT, 

2. Ft $4 f *4 9T.f4., tFTTFTF, 

3. f 4T (F#) fT., FR# 

4. 4T4ft4T #fftf, fr# 

5. 444 FTF4, f»F, 44TF1 

5. #4 F49# if TffTTTWT 44 4141441 577T 
f+Tir 4 TT ifffg-sp 4T4,f4447 # MTcl 44 4 fvTFT 
F4T 441 F-F Tfiifl # 494“4 TTH1T F4T 1 RT 4T4T- 
fFTFTt 97 '4141441 441 4Tf4TR14T # fSRfFFT 
fF# | I fT41T 2 5^5-1 993 41 FTFtf# 414 F9T44 
if 494 fFFTC 444 4 f#' 4141444, f4FT4# 44 
4Tf4TFT4Wl 44 FT 4# PW fair FFT I fT'FJ, 
fF 444 ft 4 T44 4lf44144T jjt F9f#4 §9 I 
W 4 =444 fF4 4F f44T4T # f^fTd 4T9T97 W 
qefi # 79 # fm## T fFF ttrr ftttft fft i 

FTfFFiFcfmt % fnrr 

6. RTfiFF f-Fmf? % 5FF4T7 4 9lf49794fFt 
4 fRFfafFF fmfFTT # :— 

(1) 41 fT 4m#9f# TlfclTlfr ST7T 49 t£ # 

1 07/- FTFT 4fi f#T( . # #94 fa# #F4 F$1 4ft 
f; 41 f-fl frfRF 51441 -344141414 % 41 4*99 

F#F T f4F 90% 4 TffTP 4# 1> FF4T | T 
41414 97 41 #47 41*49 4 I 22 /- 79$ 5jff f#Tl. 

1141 4lflF #7 41 fT 444FT7 ft 917971# 0J9F F 1 ’ 

4l 4fl # 4141 TlflF I 

(2) 44 fT, #4 44TIT 44 FFfT % fel 
#44 947 t£ #RT % 4414 414 994T4 # FFTfR 
44 STfclFTF FT4 4?T 4441 % f4F 9#44F 5T9f47 
#F7 41 fTFT 4141 Flfeo I 

( 3 ) 41 fT, 5TfT f4al741 T 444 4 “RTIT^ 

■<l\l 4^414 44 414 ; 54T4 4/1 4141 6 % 4414 4 T 
5(44^44 41 4741 .3 4T 714 fTT4l % TflF 4414 
341441 % 3FJH4 5TfT, 4414 f-’T 41441, flfFlffd 4 
4 t 4 f It, 44 44 IT ,'1144011 44 t 4 41 'tflfTT SlfF , .” 

Til. T4f44 eilftl 414141 41 444T 4Tlt4 4*t44 4T4Tf 
% 47414 44 4 fT 4«ft4 Tt 47ffTT 4514 ^Tlf T 
444 4 41TTI 44 fT4T4 44T §4, Tl 4141 Tlf^tr I 

( 4 ) 4g; fT TmfTr f^Tt Ttar Tfh: 4f44l4^t 

% 414 4441 4 4414 Tf 4141 5lf4 TV 4444 
4?4t4 f44 4T4t t 4*14 F4f44 44t 94 f4474 fT4T 
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4TTT I 4lf44144T 4 44 vfl f^, ^ %TWnf44 
41441 TT44T |, 44 TT| f44t 414 44 4^1 #T11, 44fT, 
41T 4414 4m 441 f4Tl 44 f^ll 44 44 4l4T ft 1 
4f4 444 41114 414 4K1 IP 4 7 5,7^ 41414l 444 
f4T4 4147 41447 41 41414 TT % fT4 4154 % 
44f44 444 4T14 5R1 441 44l 4li‘4l4t Tf 4144 
f44l TT44, f44l 44 414 % 4114 4t4l 4Tf4l4t 41 
444lf 4144 4 ?441 44 441 I 

(5) 44 fT, 4741 4farf44ff, 1 956 T 4414 
44RT4 m Tl f414l 44f4 T 4444 444 4414 

Tl 41444T4T4T 4 4f4444 4T4T | I yrrif tT 1)^447741 
4 4741 4fHf494 % 44,414 41 fa 7 iWUlf 4 4-4^14 
Tt R4n4 4? Tl I, 114 444 Tt 447^14 44 f'444 

444 Tt 4T44f4 19 44 4144 ft, 4 4414 f/qf:f 41 
441 4gf 4447 | I f4f4R 4»47 r4-44f44 444-44- 
444, 44444 TT 14441, 441 fTT Tt T144.m# 44fl4 
% 41T4 514 TV 4141, 441 ST-TT, T 4144 F'4 4114 
Tt 44TTTRT 4T4H4 6 if 7 40 4 VIH'T 4Si gt 
4441 t I 4lf44T44f 4 FT 4441 l,f>144lT 1T 44 
441494 44R fT4T £ fT 4741 4lf44TT4 , Wl % fTl 
444 Tt 44T4Tlfl T77l4f4 4444 9 44 I 1 

RTT 4t4f744, 44 414 4T fR'tll fT4T 491 | 
f«F 4T4T T17T4 f4EltfV4 H fWtT 444 44^04 
% fat-ST tilt IF 4t, 9X741 441^14 4T jff 444 Tt 

4TF I 

(e) 4 ^ fT Tii 4 t 4 t Ti Tt 44 ' 114 /- 49 ^ 

sfl fl4T. 41447: 7^749)14 iff Tl 4l 41 41 (TtTO 
Tl44 f49-44 4744) 9^44 TT v -lf44 4R 44 1989 
% Ft 44 44144 fT4T 44T 41 I Tt4 FF1 4Tf ?ff Tf Tt 
4fff4 % 4774 TlffiflsftTt 4744 TPR 4 fi, ,7 44 
4 T4 4 tT 7 86 /—WmfTfBri. ^1 Rft I 4lf47m4r 
4 4414T fT ST fl ifl 41 % irif M44lf44 Tf-Xr 4 
5ft44 '31P7f Tt44 44 iff! % 4T41 RIFTTIt 

f4f44i4T7ff ir, 4if fT rt MrTfnsfr Tt f/rtf, 
5P|t44 4T4 *54147 % I 

(7) 4^ fT FTTfFtRr fpmit 4 4fff 44T 
3f.F4.lft. Tt 2603 Sf4 44lft Tt 47444 #44 

4Tf4mWi sm 4# snrfiw 4144794 f sifft 

F.FF.#. # 4642 'ffp# #441 # 4447 F 

4 “## TF I I 

Ff44T# 44?fe#F 

t 

7. Ml J f-FT f*F41Ff % 4=4417 4 FflUTfi 4 I 414 - 
Flf ’ 4 44$ 441F t:— 

( 1) 44 fT 4TFft4 f4f44f4P9t 4 4. $1. # Ft 

F# l/pp-fFlF #44 ?47 97 Flf## 97 f4Ffff 

flFT ft fFFF F4J4 fi'Tl | fT Flf#ft # F 4 f 44 
47477 #44 #4 4! 4lf4t# # #Fffl % F9F9 | 
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r^rnr I— 1 ] rfr ft yrptto ; ipnarw 


!in vrRffnr tottoty TO ^rjtrr stftTFfr toy TOff 
sYTOr 5 T§t TOt ni; 1 1 

( 2 ) TOtR % TOtTOT srteft % TORTTO TO, R? ITORR 
Ytfftrt RFnfTOR ntrr'm fTO rtyto TO to TOtrr TO 
tor toy smprt TOt nro Pfrt tort & 1 to? rrrtto rrtrt 
rf rr sTOrt Yf torTOt rtr wlro tor Trorjrt % itotor 

RIRRR RRTftR fTOfTRFTTRT % RRFR f I 

( 3 ) rr tnp 5 tft 5 ftTOtRR, Ytor toy TOTOr TO RitrorTOr 
tot <!TFTT(T PfrqT 1 3 TT vr f rrfrttr TO froPTOTOR ftf TOt TOt 
TO t toryTO-tofft TOtroro % TOfro % sfry % ijyr TOt ?r 
fr«r r TOftt $ fTO farfvRr ffroror RRYRiTOt Yirr 
TOrtYfr TO toh TO fcFFcr rtYft | YtrTO ^rrt sfr Hr 
TOt RYTTRR RTRR Rft % TO TOTTR RRTOPt TTTf 5ft TOt 
YrfRRFTT RfdWT fflRRT RTTOTOftRRR R%T RRYT 
rfttri fret toy if TO i 

( 4 ) rr fTO TT^rraY spro TOt trrt fro R»rrTOt 
STTOktRYRT TO ?|HTT TOt rrrYt % fw tttrtr rff 
T 7 R TOtTO TO R#FT TOt fFRRTTOt TOY TOTOt I 

(5 ) r*r, Yf RTYcftR htz TOtTOtRmRTOt TOt 

rYir fsrTOt TOIrr R tor toy TOrrt TO, rr *pr 
fTO^ “ft TOt? tort | fTO toTO TOty sfTOt, fTOYmr TmTOt 
to ?TOtt % ■'A RgYrTOtR rriTOt TO tof^t yrr rtrty 
it TOrTOf toyrTOt R YtYrr yr r rYff TOiTOt i 

q-p? rytry rttTOPt Rtf TOt TOt fTOfRRtRTRT TOt ryctr 
rr TOty tiTPr^Pr toyr tY - 3 r^p % eft srrf 5 ft aft % 
fYpRiur it mY --dPrwr^Y FFf tf to ^^jfPr 

TOTK 35 ?^ sftr tpif sprf if Rf?r TOT srfsi^ rjTTTTOTft 

i u i sY*tt 1 

(«) to fP to ttiwT to *farer | TOf^sfr 
^T TOTO srftPT "'(TTOTT TO ^RT % TTTO 7 Ttft IJ«P 
TOTF TO 3 TRTO Ttff | TOiPfT 100 % PwfdV^ 
TOTO-ff HP; ’^TO ®-TFi. ’ TOT Y Vjt Yt 3 ft ^ TOFTTOTt 
TTTOFTtft -iTTO % snffT TOt % I 

( 7 ) TOT Pi, f?FiFT 31 - 3-1994 TO TTTO(f Spt 
% Pfrrr fTOTO TO fTOti Yt TOFTO t ^7 yiR^TOTO 
wft FTOt f'TOTnfr TOlfTOT Y 5 0 WPJTOY TO TOR 
TOTOfT | ITOYt TOTRT TOTO 100 % Y RfER TORT 
TOT 4 Y^ ^t TOPlTTO Vfi r 'T 'Ft Y I 

(s) to fTO Yr Y toft TOfnrr hr. R. 

for. iffrpRT TO TOt Yr TO TO fTOTTrT TORT Y TOT TOT 
TO TOTOft Y TOtot to fTOrr Y i ^rfrot tttopt 
^TOTRT TOTOR Y RflTO % P TOTOTT Y TOft FTTO Y 

rf. 

fYtj TOTORrf TO ^rpTOTO sTOr 'TirorY % Irr TO 
'4 TO ft I 


tTOTOytTO tott TOr 

8 . totRjtoTO Y yfityTO TOk TOYrofTOf 

TOT Pitt TO. fTORIt <T 31 TR Yt Y I YWT fTOTTOT 
TOTY¥ YY Y TOY fcTTTOT |:— 

(1) TOYroft tor TOy fTOrr yto iw tTO 
TOfwiwf Yt TOy TO TO'TOf TO ytofr TOroft <p 
TO't TO TO RT 4TFTTY TO TOT t, TOY Y TOTOr YTO 
| 1 Ito TO, ytTOPt mS TO Yt fYfYTOnr yr Y ^TOys 
tot Y srrY Y'RT Y totyt % fro totY fYTO yytot Y 
mf. TO TO to fwY yTO %yt % i 

(2) Y Yt fTOft fYTOYTO Y ^TCTFT feTT Y 
TOy f TO TrwTTO.fr tot 73 RT fror f;, ttrPtot ^rmroR 
tjtot tot fYTOror totort YTOto fk TO eirt 9(to) ( 2 ) 
TO TOT TOR TOTOYtft TO IRTiTTO 4 T 4 TO TO YTOl Y TORTO 
Y TOTOTOTO TOTOTOPT TOTTOfTlft TO oTTtTR fTOTOT TOTOT | I 

(o) 5TTOT fTO 'OTRfPT WiftYtfTOfYTOR 
TORTOfT FTT qR TOTOF-FT TO|t TOY y| Y, Riff toYkT TOR 
ftTOT | I TOFJTO TOFTTO TOTTOYt TO TO'RFRT Y 7 FT YTOR 
I fTO TOY^ TOTOFT 92% TO TOfsTTO TOTf'“TO 5ftTOT TUTOR 
TO ffTTOTT TOTTOtTO TOY TO1TO TOY TrY | f-^lTO YRF: TFTOrPT 
TOft TORT TOT TOTOFT ft I 

(4) fYr?ft TORR TOY FlTOTOYtrot PJRjT oFTRf TOT 
TORT TOT FTO fTO OF TOiTOTTOT TO TOYTO T3TOPT TOt ftY 
TO 1 TOT TOfT TO TOTOTTOT If I 

(5) TOTOTOrffTOT STYT TTOTT TO-TT TOf TOTO P TOYTOTY 
%fftF 73TOTTTO TOY-TO of TOR TOyY TO TO+fT TOYTO TOY TO toTOYt 

o * o 

Sift TstYtYTO TOY YTTOTOt |, Pmni TOff f I totftto to, 
RRTOto TOrfm TOT f-TirtYTO fTOTOPT toYTOTO TOTOT TOR' Yf^TO 
toTOYt TOTOYYT TOTqTO TOTTORTO TORT qY fram TOYTO fTO tot 
TOTTOi t I 

(ti) 100% fTOTOt'TTRR FTOTF4T TOTOT t Yt Y? TO 
fRTT \ YTFTOT TOfrro totytoto Yttotot TO TORTOTO TOFTTTO 
TO 'jYtotot tototo toy to | i TOf ytr Ytri TOTOT Y fTO 

fr % i TOT TORT'fr TOY fTTOT tor TO'RTTO TOTYYRtcft WYf 
TOTTOTOt fTTOTOt TO TOTO'TTY RTTOTOf TO m TO TOt TORT TOTFTOTOT 

( 7 ) TOiRrmt ftotYt TOt rt^t TO fmtYro TO 

TOTfTOTOTTOTTf TORfrYf TO TOlTO TOf'YTOlTOr TOt RTR TO mr 
F<TT % TOfY TFTTOTOT TOTTOTYTKfT TO?TO ffEfrfYTO ftRT 
TORT | I 

( 3 ) to<| tor fr TOr to TOt- f TOtTyri tor. TOt 
Rif Yt TOt toi f<TF% ftyto TO tottoft toY TOiirTOt TO tor 
TOTRTO TOY fiTRI |, TOT TO TOfTOTR TO YFTT R#f TO RfifTO 
TTYTO FT fTOdlRR TOvf TO fTOtf FTRi TO f-FTtfci'TO TOFTift 
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TOt toRp PPT PTPFP TOfpp TOT PPP PHT TOT P[ 

X I 

( 9 ) RfpTOTTOPTTn TO WT PPT fpipfafel rT: 

pptttot ^TT^nTT pfp pfppfppt om tot fporrop ptfmf 

e\ 

p ppp pp if' PTOfgp pfwrifpTr pmifTOTO srwft % 
pipit pi fTOPi pit P 1 '^jtf ^ptfapr: % pppirop 
% p petti, "grp pt ppp % ptFpto pTtot % ptptc pto 

RlfTO fTOPT PPT % I PTPTOTOTTOPT TOT P£ fWW 
#fr opr toV Pt prop! ftr pfp ppftr % PR o' 
PT3P PTfpP PR TOPP pt PTpf aifp TOP PPPT % 
fprr PpFTcTP PpfpP ^fft^Rff PI fpPTT fTPT PTOT 
Plf^ Tptfro Pip R7T-11 if PTPEO PTOT TOT PtP 
PTOfsT % f?TTT (flfpp pTOT % TOP p PTPT PPT | Ptl 
?pfpTT PP PTOfET % ^TPT ptop fppfp pTOT P P'-I-TT 
*pt ptqoI 1 

9- fcoiTO 30-8-19 94 TOV iffUPTOTOT % SRIPT'K 5 

o i o if ptt< op otptIpto ffpfo o oni pr-coifo to # 1 

$pt X 1 

l o. topto afro; opt or tort wn pfofi-Rr 
topto toT psmo fpHfrnr n;«f pom pot a fir fopfcro 
TO f-po) fOOO, 1985 % fOOO 16 TO TOPOII pfOTO 

fpcroo totto toto TOh tot oTfrro o np oo % prop tt r 

5t TOFT PTffPf I POTfp, PTTfVpTO fTO-TOP ^' a y PST1 o 
TOTO d iWf OTOTOTTO OFO STO if fTOR POT TOOTOf 
ppp OTO% TO! PRO TORT TO fpF PORT OHO Op % 

pottot orwr % toto tort toT omor o oofor to 
(owt s pro) % oto proof too fop q,r pro^f P i 

qfV'Ml6R*0 ) ii'lP fPiPT 16 % p(?TR7T 

TTRFTR R ?(f”FR % fRTT TrrpT^fg- ^rff sp 7 ?fr 

>r^ «if i 

* TTP7 

C\ 

ii. muror pi fp^TTO pr^fcno' -jr^t 

P ITT^ 9T fq-RT TOT t ^mf^T 

PT: 7T4T». Ti'^i' TOTV4T | ^JTfsfcr fn-Rp.^ wjpfp if' ^>f 

ir (f\i -srl ft to r of rto toto ?frp p p 
f=PTO 5TTO RTOi? TO PcTPT TO crTOTO TOTOItT 
TOto TO^fssr TO i 

12- Top if fpTOpPT TO flTOTr^RT PR'PfTO Tjpf-rtET 

TO IP PTO pfpp TOPiT TO % f'-nr R4TOT TOO 7 ! TTOi 

pto to i pfp fTOTO TO TOtopp p prppifr pTO TO p 

Top P TO f’PPtqf 6-2-1 995 P=T 2 5-5-1995 TO TO 
TOPpfPP PPPT^PT H SfTO fppfTsppp p;pp % pppr 
TO TOP P3TTT PTfprr pfp-fpfpPPT % 'TOPP 14 % 

toTOp prfpp'r n p TO TO TOf itotsp totw % 

^pp p pipp p' ppp^p pTOtop ptptoTO % ptpr p?: 
PTPfTO PTO fpq-ffTO P-TO Pf fPTOP fppy I 
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13- PTPTTO P"P % pTOto % fTO[ PT^ TO TO TO 
- JTO I TOP TOTPP fpTPTPPR TOptTO pTO: pTO ptto % 
fTOP (1) PPTOP 3RT PTPT 03 p'TPPT % PTOPP 
fpTPpTfpP PRPP fppP-PtPTPP 0"P PRTPHTP PTP3PS 

IN 

(2) PlfpTOTOlT % TOt?¥ PfPpiP (3) PifP’EIPPTsRf 

pfprfTOT prfppt (4) TOp TO pp tot am ppprpp 

TORp'ROT P PTvTO T[PT PlPTOJPT #' P' ppfrpp PTPPPP7 
PTPP^P ppfp iTOi PIT I qr=sp TOT fTTJTp TOpTO 

TO ptpTO^TO pTOtp (prop wrt % fropT p pipp^'t 
TO r miPR fppTpl pTO i 5(tp ptpp prp TO' ppp 
pfpp fpp ^pif TO TO pf | 1 

fTOiTO TOpp 

11 . PifqpTPPT TO qpfpp'tT TOn^rTOf to ferpTO 
: 7rTO ifro prsT fTO TOTOp TOr pTOTOt % TOrarop % 
fpp ppw IpTOp TOpp topto pTOp TOipTO X, pitoTO 
pifTOppiTO qiPiTOr TO ^ppp pfri sptp pfr faPT \ 1 
ppnTO pp TO ar^Tiy f t prr % fp TOp rp ppTO 
fpTO TOTipp TOp tFPpqp TO PTPifTO pit TO TO TO 
pTOptot p^TOp TOp TO % ptpto to; ttiTO toTO t, 
p fa; TOp pTOTO TO pVpp TOpp % ptpr qr, ^TOTOp 

TOTOp PlfpP % PP-TO % fppOPT ftlfp fpTOpp 
p: fTOn TOpp! it TOiTOpPTP PT TOT «P P f'PPT PTP1' 
pp pg TOpp TO fTOr To' ptp p?ptp ppfp q;r 

TTPTfp pr PRP if PTpTO PT PTPTP fTOu PPT PI I 

TOp Top ppftr k fTO^ ptptot pTOpp p't TOpp pipt 
ptpt Tfj %, fTOTO TOpp TO pppp top ir ;jppt^TO 
% fpp fppfp TOrofi TO TO TOpp % tot p ptpt ppt 
X 1 pr mf et % alnp fpTOp TOpTO pp fppfnp 
PlfpfjPP' 4 N't'I TO TR PTTOtTOp P^lfpatfTTPP 3 PT 
’PlTOflP TOpT TOP fp'PIP P TO7TOP PfpTT, fTOf 
fpTJPTOfnr PTPT PPT, pp PlPTf'TO TO^PP % fprt P1PTP 
if TORT TOtPPl % TOTPR TOT fTOPT PPT TOP TOrfpti 

mfppTOf tot fppTT | fTO fppfp TOpp if TOp TOfm 
TO PTOTOT pTO ^ l TOfferopf fpptro 10-8-1993 TO 
TOtT^PPT % PPT 13 if TO Pf PTPl TOT ptptp PPPP 

I I 

15 . TOp TOrof ppp"p amp 4r PifTOiTO to 

w-jnp pr fTOff fopfpro p toTO top- c TOi fpror pTO 

ppfTOp fpRiff to ptp fTOrf TO 3 ttptpto p TOit TOpto 
pTO fap; i ^TOni prfyppTO p 3 0 spfp, 1994 p?t 

pfTOr.R'T ^pfpnr fpcropf TO TOP I 2 if ifPr 
fiRTTP qTOlP TOT pTO^T To fpp P^f P^IPTT 'P9PTPT I 

OPPT 

10. PTifpif Ijr-p r|PT fppTp TOIPP qfr TjPRT TO 
fpcrr ^pprrr prr pf\TOf, PPT fTO ppftpp fTOTOpf if 

wttpt ppt k, fro qf'TO top pi ptfr f 1 
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[ret 1 ] 

aif-ME fsRtf 

17. snftmfr i< d )it ctstt sFTTnfr Twi % 

fer rr f^TTT epT^ ^ PRTT 30 SFFT, 1093 'fit 
WFjf'TT HTTfrWT E 7 T z rr TffiHf’ST WpT 

t=^fr srrrfc'iTT HTH'Tf % Tfa'fSEl fr^TT TT 

% sttt ^*r faw<f te 'nprr I f* (i) ■ft r ^rt 

% ffiMETTT -T MTCT R 7TT? TT TT TT TRETR 1 ^ER % ^ 

<TT fSprfjr ftnrr t (ii) ra>r q?r vfifcT wfa 
o, cFTT (iii) t?i Pp Ppt ’ll 1 ; retr t WEftE 
OT’PT T> tftffFF Sffpr f£ 1 


is. Prf*T^ oft % fwn qr pr^n: ttt fir 
rrrrfrf^'r snfsFFirV ^ ^ beret R fETET ^htct, eteet 
Tjj?JT TRT TfcTR Tf fETfCR fsTi^raRT fERT ft ■— 



irc?nft/ wrr/fiTTB- 
eft TT*r Efy 

HTtrFSr tEM 

2603 

81,99 5 

frirfa- qftRff 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOITFICATTON 
New Delhi, the 27th July. 1995 

Subject : Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports 
of TBB originating from PR China—Final findings 

No. 14!50|93-TPD]ADD —Having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Art, 1975, os amended in 1982 and the Customs Tariff 
Rules, 1985, thereof. 

PROVISIONAL MEASURES 

1. The Designated Authority as defined under the Rules 
(herdnafter referred to as Authority) notified preliminary 
findings in the anti-diimpinK investigation concerning imports 
of Isobutyl Benzene (hcremaftcr referred to as IBB) origi¬ 
nating from China vide notification no. 14|50>93!TPD dated 
the 10th August, 1994. 

PROCEDURE 

2. The Authority addressed a letter to all the companies 
r.ubLet l' investigation requesting them to furnish their 
views on the preliminary findings and to apply to be heard 
orally and willingness for on site verification of data furnished. 
A note verba !e was also sent on to Embassy of the concern¬ 
ed exporting country in New Delhi forwarding a copy otf 
the preliminary findings with the request that the exporters 
and 1 the other interc v ted parties may be advised to furnish 
views on the preliminary findings to the Authority and 
willingness for verification of dnta. 

3. The Designated Authority has received views on the 
preliminary findings from the respondents as well as peti¬ 
tioners. Except the importers in India, no exporter from People 
Republic of China has furnished views on the preliminary 
findings. 

4. An opportunity was also given to exporter, importers 
and petitioner to express their views On the preliminary 
findings in a public hearing held on 6th February, 1995. 
A note verbals were also sent to Delhi office of the Embassy 
of P. R. of China on 13th January, 1995 requesting them 
to intimate the exporters concerned 1 to participate in the 
public hcaripg. The public, hearing was, however, attended 
only by the lcprescntnfives of the petitioner domestic industry 
and the following importers t 

1. M]s. Cheminor Drugs, Hyderabad 

2. C. Well Drugs Pvt. Ltd,, Hyderabad 

3. E. Merck fl) Ltd., Bombay 

4. Seksaria Chemicals, Bombay 

5. Mis. Shasun Drugs, Madras 

5. Oral submissions made in the public hearing by the 
petitioner and importers were obtained in writing and were 
made available to other parties. Comments on these sub¬ 
missions were received from the importers and petitioner. 
Another opportunity was also given to importers, exporter 
and petitioners to present Iheir views orally in a Public 
hearing held on 25-5-93. However, the hearing was attended 
onlv bv the petitioners. The oral views expressed were ob¬ 
tained in writing and made available tes the other parties 
for their comments. 

PETITIONER’S VIEW 

6. The petitioners in response to the preliminary findings 
made the following observations :— 

li) That the Fair Selling Price of Rs. 107|- Kg. arrived 
at bv Designated Authority is not correct; that it 
Hiould actually bo Rs. 122J- Kg. based on certain 
capacity utilisation which cannot bo more than 90CJ, 
for (he who^e industry; and that accordingly theic 
should be increase in the amount of anti-dumping 
duty. 

(ii) That the latest ruling price at the end of investiga¬ 
tion period should be taken for calculating (he 
'■'.lent of injurious effect instead of average landed 
price during the investigation period. 
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(iv) That the proposed levy of anti dumping duty would 
defeat the very object of reducing the import duties 
to permit fair play in the economy. 


(iii) That as per explanations provided by way of ai 
footnote to Article 3, relating to Determination of 
injury, of •‘Agreement on implementation of Article 
VI of General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, 
“injury, shall, unless otherwise specified, be taken 
to mean material injury to a domestic industry,.. ” 
and, therefore, extent of injury should be calculated 
on the basis of indhstry average figures rather than 
considering the figures pertaining to the most 
efficient unit of the industry. 

tiv) That the comparison of actual selling price and 
fair selling would give better picture of the extent 
to which the industry is injured and, therefore, the 
same may be considered. The petitioner also stated 
that when buyer buys the imported materials, no 
sales tax is payable whereas the same is payable on 
sales by dmestic industry. As the domestic industry 
is forced to downward match the ever decreasing 
prices of IBB offered by China, average selling 
price of IBB sold by domestic industry will always 
be lower than the landed cost of Chinese IBB due 
to sales tax element. 

(v) That mainly due to downward change in deprecia¬ 
tion rates under the Companies Act, 1956, the pro¬ 
fitability position of domestic industry has changed. 
Though the petitioner has provided lower rate or 
depreciation in Annual Accounts accordmg to the 
Company’s Act, such depreciation rates which as¬ 
sume 19 years as life of the plant, does not reflect 
the true picture. Due to various factors like dedi¬ 
cated tailor-made plant, risk of obsolescence, extent 
of corrosion due to alkaline nature of catalyst and 
wear and tear, the effective life of the plant cannot 
be more than 6 to 7 years. The petitioner has 
enclosed a certificate from a Chartered Engineer 
that the effective life of the plant is around 9 years 
for both the petitioners. 

Further, it has been contended that old depreciation 
rate may be adopted for standard consting notwith¬ 
standing the rate followed for financial accounting 
purpose. 

(vi) That DPCO (Durg Price Control Order) price of 
Ibuprofen was last revised during 1989 by taking 
price of IBB as around 114|- per kg. Due to dump¬ 
ing of IBB by China, the landed price of IBB has 
progressively reduced to an average of Rs. 86|- per 
kg. Tlie petitioner submitted that due to lower 
average landed price than was considered in the 
DPCO, the . Ibuprofen manufacturers have earned 
undue profits at the cost of domestic IBB manufac¬ 
turers. 

(vii) That the normal value of USD 2603 pmt. considered 
in preliminary findings is extremely on lower side 
as compared to USD 4642 pmt. provided by the 
petitioner in their initial application. 

RESPONDENTS VIEW 

7. The respondents have made the following points in 
response to the preliminary findings :— 

(i) That the Indian manufacturers have also exported 

IBB at the same international price level to UK, 
which confirms that the prevailing IBB market prices 
are at par with Chinese IBB prices and there is no 
dumping at lower prices by China in the Indian 
market. 

(ii) In the absence of cost d'ata of China, it is unjustified 
to conclude that goods are dumped into India below 
cost price. It is erromeous to assume that consump¬ 
tion norms of raw materials and other inputs are 
on par with an Indian manufacturer. 

(iii) The differential value between the price at which 
IBB is being imported from China (fob) and the 
ex-factory price of IBB manufactured in India has 
to be looked into from the fact that the Indian IBB 
manufacturers are not in continuous production with 
optimum capacity utilisation due to_ various techni¬ 
cal problems itatcluding difficulty in import dt 
catalyst, which would have pushed up the cost of 
production of IBB. 


(v) The fact that Indian IBB producers have had to 
seif below the fair selling price misses the basic 
point that the price in the domestic market is bound 
to be more than the international price due to multi 
stage levy of taxes and duties which has a cascad¬ 
ing effect. If the Government is keen to compen¬ 
sate and' protect Indian IBB manufacturers, the more 
realistic approach would be to grant reliefs in Cenlral 
Excise and other taxes imposed on raw materials 
used in manufacture of IBB. 

(vi) That in so far as IBB is imported against advance 
licence, there is no warrant to impose antidumping 
duty as the user of IBB in the 100 per cent EOUs 
and FTZs are not subject to the anti-dumping duty. 

(vii) That according to the Directors Report for the year 
ended 31-3-94, M|s Vinati Organics^ a petitioner 
company, has made a profit of over Rs. 50 lakhs. 
Further they have achieved capacity utilisation of 
more than 100 per cent. 

(viii) That China has exported IBB to M|s. Korea Chem. 
Tech. Co. Ltd, Korea at a price less than the price 
at which it has been imported into India. Therefore, 
the allegation that prices have been, depressed in 
order to cause material injury to domestic pro¬ 
ducers in India is factually incorrect. 

EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

8. The Authority has examined the points made by the 
respondents and the petitioners. These are dealt below in 
seriatim :— 

(i) The argument adduced by the respondent that the 
petitioner is also exporting IBB at a price comparable 
to Chinese prices is not a factor relevant to the 
investigation. However, Indian IBB Manufacturers 
Association categorically stated in their reply the* 
none of their members has exported the IBB. 

(ii) Since none of the exporters cooperated or replied 
to the questionnaire, the normal value was deter¬ 
mined on the basis of best available information in 
India_about the cost of production of IBB in accord¬ 
ance with Section 9 (A) (2) of the Customs Tariff 
Act. 

(iii) The contention that Indian IBB manufacturers are 
not operating at optimum levels does not appear td 
be correct. From a perusal of cost data furnished, 
it is clearly evident that the domestic industry is 
operating at a capacity utilisaion of more than 
92 per cent on weighted average basis which cannot 
be considered as sub-optimal. 

(iv) The object of levy of anti dumping duty on a 
product is to remove the injury to the domestic 
industry caused by dumped imports. 

(v) The argument raised by the respondents that the 

Govt, can compensate domestic industry by means 
of reduction in Central Excise and other taxes is 
not tanable. In fact, the dumping margin is deter¬ 
mined by a comparison of the export price and 
normal values at ex-factory level i.e. without taxes. 

(vi) 100% EOU and units in EPZ are entirely on a 
different footing from imports under Advance Li¬ 
cence Scheme. It has been clarified that final anti 
dumping duty paid on DEEC material is liable to 
be refunded as drawback, in accordance with draw¬ 
back rules. 

(vii) In determining the quantum cf anti dumping mea¬ 
sures, the working results of the petitioner com¬ 
panies have been taken info account and the anti 
dumping duty determined accordingly. 

(viii) The fact that China has exported IBB to MJs. Korea 
Chem. at a price less than the price at which it has 
been imported into India is not a factor relevant 
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to the investigation since the price at which the 
poods are exported into India vis-a-vis the normal 
value is the only relevant criteria for determining 
dumping, 

(ixj The major contentions of petitioners are considered 
as follows : The cost of production and fair selling 
price have been worked out on the basis of actual 
data collectedlveriflcd for the industry as a whole. 
Depreciation rate has been adopted on the basis of 
economic life of the plant as per Chartered Engi¬ 
neer’s evaluation. Petitioners’ contention to consi¬ 
der the latest ruling price at the end of investigation 
period for forking out dumping margin and in¬ 
jury thereto can’t be accepted because the normal 
value derived as per para 11 below is considered 
as an average for the investigation period and, 
therefore, is to be compared with average export 
price during that period. 

9. There is no change in the factual position indicated in 
paragraphs 5 to 10 of Notification dated 30-8-1994. 

10. As per Rule 16 of “Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Inquiry) Rules, 
1985 final findings arc to be completed within one year from 
the date of initiation of an investigation, However, prelimi¬ 
nary findings could he brought out after the lapse of con¬ 
siderable time from the date of initition of the 
case (almost 8 months) due to delay in obtaining the neces¬ 
sary vital information from the interested parlies and suffi¬ 
cient opportunity provided to them to plead their case. Con¬ 
sequently, for final findings, extension of rime as per rule 
16 referred to above was obtained from the Government. 

NORMAL VALUE 

1 1. The normal value has been determined on the basis 
of- best available information as neither domestic prices of 
IBB in China in the ordinary course of trade nor the higbes* 
comparable price of the product from China to any third 
country, was available as China is a non-market economy- 

12. Ample opportunity was given to the exporters In 
Chinn to provide the required information and to present 
their views. As none of the exporters furnished information nor 
availed the opportunity to express their views in the two 
public hearings on 6-2-1995 and 25-5-1995, the Authority 
under provision 14 of the Rules supra, decided to delermihc 
the normal value on the basis of best available information 
in India about the cost of product'on of IBB. 

13. Cost of production of IBB for the purpose of normal 
value has been arrived at as follows : For raw-material, the 
best of the quantitative consumption norms out of (i) stand¬ 
ard input-output and value addition norms specified by the 
Government under Duty Exemption Scheme, fii) Standard 
norms of the petitioner, (iii) Actuals obtained bv the petitioner, 
and (iv) norms guaranteed bv a Chinese firm in one of their 
protect has been used. The raw material cost has been 
arrived at by multiplying the norms by the international price 
of thb material (w'tbou 1 Customs Duties) The other costs 
have been taken f'om, that of the most efficient unit in Tnffin. 

EXPORT PR TCP 

14. The nciitiormrs while commenting on provisional find¬ 
ings stated that the exnort price used for calculating the mar¬ 
gin of dumping: appears to be on higher side though no 
further proof was provided by the petitioner company. They 
have also requested that since thev are to match them selling 
nrlc-s based on fh» la'est ruling prim of imported TBB from 
People’s Republic of China and no- on the bns : s of average 
price of invcsttstnEon period, the exnort price for calculation 
of dumping mur'-m and its impact on prices to determine 


the extent of injury m|iy be taken us that price on which 
material was imported in India at the end of investigation 
period. Since the normal value is being considered as ave¬ 
rage for the investigation period, the export prices have also 
been considered on an average for comparing export price 
With normal value. Export prices during the investigaion 
period were determined on the basis of the prices actually 
paid for the product based on the data available from Dirrc- 
torate General of Commercial intelligence and Statistics and 
Indian Customs which were found reliable and, therefore, 
the Authority is of the view that no further revis on is requir¬ 
ed in the export price. The Authority confirms hte contents 
of para 13 of the Notification dated 10-8-1993. 

15. None of the exporters responded to the Autority’s 
request to make available the relevant data and no importer 
submitted further data after provisional findings. The Au¬ 
thority, therefore, adopted the same methodology in arriving' 
at the export price as indicated in para 12 of the provisional 
findings notified on 30th August, 1994. 

COMPARISON 

16. The ractodology adopted for comparison of Normal 
Value and export price as adopted in the provisional findings 
arc confirmed. 

FINAL FINDINGS 

17. Die Autority after considering the interest of Indian 
industry and all other parties and taking into account the 
various factors relating to injury and its casual link as indi¬ 
cated in the preliminary findings notified on 30th August, 
1994, has come to the conclusion that (i) exporters from 1 
PRC have sold IBB in India below normal value, (ii) The 
Indian industry has suffered material injury and (iii) that the 
dumped imports caused the material injury suffered by Indian 
industry. 

18. Considering the views of various parties, the Design¬ 
ated Authority determined the export price, normal value and 
margin of dumping in this case as follows ; 

USD p.m.t. Rs.IMT 

Noimal Value 2603 81,995 

Export Price 1834 57,771 

Margin of Dumping 769 24,224 

Margin of dumping as %age 

of merage cif value 30.5% 

19. The Authority considered whether duty lower than 
margin of dumping would be enough to remove the injury. 
For this purpose, average landed price of the Chinese imports 
was compared with the fair selling price of domestic industry 
worked out on the basis of actual data of the industry. This 
difference was lower than the dumping margin and accord¬ 
ingly, Auhority decided that Anti Dumping Duty lower 
than dumping margin would be sufficient to remove in¬ 
jurious effect of dumped imports. 

20. The Authority, therefore, recommend that final anti¬ 
dumping duly of Rs, 10.634 per M.T, (Rupees ten thousand 
six hundred and thirty four) ho imposed on imports of IBB 
of Chin-sc origin, falling under Chapter 29 of Indian Cus¬ 
toms Tariff. 

71. The Authority confirms subject lo above the preliminary 
findings in the case of_ material injury caused by dumped 
imports of IBB originating from Peoples Republic of China 
(PRC) to the domestic Industry in Republic of India. 

Dr, Y. V. REDDY, Designated Authority end 

Add!. Secy. 
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